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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

Restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. 121: 

I. Claims 1-15, drawn to an electronic shopping cart system, classified in 
class 705, subclass 27. 

II. Claims 16-78, drawn to software application for order fulfillment and error 
detection, classified in class 705, subclass 26. 

III. Claims 79-81 , drawn to a method for testing software, classified in class 
707, subclass 124. 

IV. Claims 82-90, drawn to a system for generating an image print order, 
classified in class 705, subclass 26. 



Inventions I and II are related as combination and subcombination. Inventions in 
this relationship are distinct if it can be shown that (1) the combination as claimed does 
not require the particulars of the subcombination as claimed for patentability, and (2) 
that the subcombination has utility by itself or in other combinations (MPEP § 
806.05(c)). In the instant case, the combination as claimed does not require the 
particulars of the subcombination as claimed because Group II includes other 
functionality that is not required by Group I . The subcombination has separate utility 
such as software that does require the system of Group I and further Group II has 
additional functionality such as an error detection software module. 
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Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and have 
acquired a separate status in the art because of their recognized divergent subject 
matter, restriction for examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and the 
search required for Group II is not required for Group I, restriction for examination 
purposes as indicated is proper. 



Inventions I and III are related as combination and subcombination. Inventions in 
this relationship are distinct if it can be shown that (1) the combination as claimed does 
not require the particulars of the subcombination as claimed for patentability, and (2) 
that the subcombination has utility by itself or in other combinations (MPEP § 
806.05(c)). In the instant case, the combination as claimed does not require the 
particulars of the subcombination as claimed because Group III contains functionality 
that is not required by I. The subcombination has separate utility such as such as 
testing of software product. 

Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and have 
acquired a separate status in the art because of their recognized divergent subject 
matter, restriction for examination purposes as indicated is proper. 
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Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and the 
search required for Group III is not required for Group I, restriction for examination 
purposes as indicated is proper. 



Inventions I and IV are related as combination and subcombination. Inventions 
in this relationship are distinct if it can be shown that (1) the combination as claimed 
does not require the particulars of the subcombination as claimed for patentability, and 
(2) that the subcombination has utility by itself or in other combinations (MPEP § 
806.05(c)). In the instant case, the combination as claimed does not require the 
particulars of the subcombination as claimed because Group IV contains functionality 
that is not required by Group I. The subcombination has separate utility such as 
designing and printing custom images. 

Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and have 
acquired a separate status in the art because of their recognized divergent subject 
matter, restriction for examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and the 
search required for Group IV is not required for Group I, restriction for examination 
purposes as indicated is proper. 



Inventions II and III are related as combination and subcombination. Inventions 
in this relationship are distinct if it can be shown that (1 ) the combination as claimed 
does not require the particulars of the subcombination as claimed for patentability, and 
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(2) that the subcombination has utility by itself or in other combinations (MPEP § 
806.05(c)). In the instant case, the combination as claimed does not require the 
particulars of the subcombination as claimed because Group III contains functionality 
that is not required by Group II. The subcombination has separate utility such as testing 
software. 

Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and have 
acquired a separate status in the art because of their recognized divergent subject 
matter, restriction for examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and the 
search required for Group III is not required for Group II, restriction for examination 
purposes as indicated is proper. 

Inventions II and IV are related as combination and subcombination. Inventions 
in this relationship are distinct if it can be shown that (1 ) the combination as claimed 
does not require the particulars of the subcombination as claimed for patentability, and 
(2) that the subcombination has utility by itself or in other combinations (MPEP § 
806.05(c)). In the instant case, the combination as claimed does not require the 
particulars of the subcombination as claimed because Group IV has separate 
functionality that is not required in Group II. The subcombination has separate utility 
such as designing and printing custom images. 

Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and have 
acquired a separate status in the art because of their recognized divergent subject 
matter, restriction for examination purposes as indicated is proper. 
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Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and the 
search required for Group IV is not required for Group II, restriction for examination 
purposes as indicated is proper. 

Inventions III and IV are related as combination and subcombination. Inventions 
in this relationship are distinct if it can be shown that (1 ) the combination as claimed 
does not require the particulars of the subcombination as claimed for patentability, and 
(2) that the subcombination has utility by itself or in other combinations (MPEP § 
806.05(c)). In the instant case, the combination as claimed does not require the 
particulars of the subcombination as claimed because Group III has separate 
functionality from Group IV. The subcombination has separate utility such as 
developing testing software. 

Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and have 
acquired a separate status in the art because of their recognized divergent subject 
matter, restriction for examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and the 
search required for Group III is not required for Group IV, restriction for examination 
purposes as indicated is proper. 

This application contains claims directed to the following patentably distinct 
species of the claimed invention: 
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If Group 


III 


should be elected the applicant is require=d to further elect the 


species as follows: 


Group II 


1 A 

IA 


- 16-37 and 39, shipping price software module 


oTOUp II 


ID 

Id 


- Ib-o0,3b,37 and 38, 39, acknowledgement message 


oTOUp II 


IU 


- 1b-30,3b,37, 39 and 40, ship notification software module 


uroup ii 


IU 


- 1b-30, 36,37, 39 and 41-45 and 47, select another item module 


uroup ii 


IU 


- 1b-30, 36,37, 39 and 46,48 and 49, modify item software module 


Group II 


IE 


- 16-30,36,37,39 and 50-54, reorder software module 


Group II 


IF 


- 16-30,36,37,39 and 55-59, view design software module 


Group II 


IG 


- 16-30,36,37,39 and 60-64, create another product software module 


Group II 


IH 


- 16-30,36,37,39 and 65-70, save design software module 


Group II 


IJ- 


- 16-30,36,37,39 and 71-74, order placement software module 


Group II 


IK 


- 16-30,36,37,39 and 75-78, reorder fulfillment software module 



Applicant is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 to elect a single disclosed species for 
prosecution on the merits to which the claims shall be restricted if no generic claim is 
finally held to be allowable. Currently, claim 16 is generic. 

Applicant is advised that a reply to this requirement must include an identification 
of the species that is elected consonant with this requirement, and a listing of all claims 
readable thereon, including any claims subsequently added. An argument that a claim 
is allowable or that all claims are generic is considered nonresponsive unless 
accompanied by an election. 
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Upon the allowance of a generic claim, applicant will be entitled to consideration 
of claims to additional species which are written in dependent form or otherwise include 
all the limitations of an allowed generic claim as provided by 37 CFR 1.141. If claims 
are added after the election, applicant must indicate which are readable upon the 
elected species. MPEP § 809.02(a). 

Should applicant traverse on the ground that the species are not patentably 
distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence now of record 
showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that this is the 
case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions unpatentable over 
the prior art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) of the other invention. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mark Fadok whose telephone number is (703) 605- 
4252. The examiner can normally be reached Monday thru Thursday 8:00 AM to 5:00 
PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vincent Millin can be reached on (703) 308-1065. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 
308-1113. 
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Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, Va. 22313-1450 

or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9306 [Official communications; including 

After Final communications labeled 
"Box AF"] 

(703) 746-7206 [Informal/Draft communications, labeled 

"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT"] 
Hand delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park 5, 2451 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington, VA, 7 th floor receptionist. 




Mark Fadok 



Parent Examiner 



